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GEORGE V. DENNY, JR., MODERATOR 


JULY 4, 1950 VOL. 16, No. 10 


Is the Fair Deal Destroying Individual 
Responsibility? 


Announcer: 

Tonight, your Town Meeting comes from ABC’s Radio City 
Studios in New York. 

All of you have probably celebrated this Fourth of July 
week end in one way or another. It is likely, too, that you 
shave done some serious thinking about the true meaning of 
‘this holiday and the freedom which it symbolizes. 

Town Meeting is also a symbol of freedom. For 15 years 
‘it has provided a meeting ground where all shades of opinion 
may be heard. The dramatic story of this American tradition 
‘is told in words and pictures in our 15th Anniversary book, 
Good Evening, Neighbors. It contains the complete story of 
Town Meeting from the time it was an idea in the mind of 
‘George V. Denny, Jr., to the celebration of its 15th anniver- 
sary. As you read this 80-page book, you will trace current 
‘history through its most turbulent years. For your copy, send 
$1 to Town Hall, New York 18, New York. 

Now, to preside over our discussion in the absence of 
George V. Denny, Jr., here is our guest moderator, Orville 
Hitchcock, Professor of Speech at the State University of 
Iowa. Mr. Hitchcock. (Applause) 


oderator Hitchcock: 

Good evening, friends. I am very happy to substitute as 
(Moderator tonight for my friend, Mr. Denny, and I join with 
‘you followers of Town Meeting in hoping that he is soaking 
up a lot of sunshine on his vacation. 
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The Fourth of July is the day on which we celebrate our 
independence as a nation. What better time could we find 
than this for taking up a question which concerns the freedom 
and the security of the individual—‘“Is the Fair Deal Destroy- 
ing Individual Responsibility?” As a matter of fact, Mr. Oscar 
Ewing, Federal Security Administrator, has made even a 
closer connection between our subject and the Fourth of July. 
Last October, he declared that the Fair Deal springs not only 
from the general: welfare clause, in the Constitution, but helps 
also to fulfill the promise in the Declaration of Independence 
that among man’s basic rights is the pursuit of happiness. 

On the other hand, John Foster Dulles has said that the 
Fair Deal will make us not a self-reliant people, but a de- 
pendent people on leash from birth to death to a federal 
bureaucracy. 

Our question tonight thus is a pointed one. Are welfare 
and economic programs, such as social security, the minimum 
wage law, and the various health, housing, and education 
proposals likely to destroy your and my responsibility? It is 
a good question, and we have two people on the platform who 
will answer it with vigor: Miss Vivien Kellems, Connecticut 
industrialist and outspoken champion of individual freedom, 
and Max Lerner, columnist for the New York Post, and pro- 
fessor of American Civilization at Brandeis University. 

_ It is my pleasure first to introduce Miss Kellenis. I’ll bet 
your answer to tonight’s question, Miss Kellems, is a loud 
yes. (Applause) 


Miss Kellems: 


Thank you, Professor Hitchcock. It is yes. 

Although a bit frightened by Mr. Lerner’s reputation as 
a formidable opponent, I accepted this challenge tonight 
because, frankly, there isn’t any argument. The fact is self. 
evident that individual responsibility is being destroyed. 

We still retain enough liberty and freedom guaranteed te 
us in our Constitution to continue to exercise a certain amount 
of personal responsibility, but every new handout from Wash: 
ington, every little chipping away at our freedom destroys 
our sense of responsibility just that much more. 

The Fair Deal planners have not yet disproved the mathe. 
matical law that 2 and 2 make 4. No doubt they’ll get aroun¢ 
to it one of these days, but as of tonight the law stands. Twe 
and two do make four. And it’s just as true that when a persor 
has more and more things done for him by his government 
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he does fewer things for himself, and his sense of personal 
responsibility is lessened. It makes no difference if that 
government be benign or tyrannical. The end result is the 
ia 

The last 18 years have brought a reversal in our thinking. 
We have been listening to the siren’s song of security, sung 
to us by self-seeking politicians who would persuade us that 
they can take care of us better than we can take care of our- 
‘ie Millions of people who, a few short years ago, would 
have been ashamed to accept anything from the government 
are now convinced that the government owes them a living, 
Bt they’re boldly and loudly demanding their rights. 

aturally, if the government is responsible for all of these 

veople, then it must follow that the people are not responsible 
‘or themselves. 
_ How long will it be, Mr. Lerner, until we all throw in the 
sponge and demand support and security? Who, then, will 
oe responsible, and where will the money come from to take 
are of us all? 

But let us mention specific instances where Fair Deal 
eolicies are destroying individual responsibility. One—and 
~m sure that Mr. Lerner and everybody else expects this—is 
“ne withholding tax. One argument in favor of it, invariably 
advanced, is that if the workers of this country get all their 
pwn money in the pay envelope and are made responsible 
or paying their own income taxes they won’t have money to 
oay when the tax is due. 

Now, if you believe, Mr. Lerner, as I do, that paying taxes 
s a duty and a responsibility of citizenship, won’t you agree 
at when a man is deprived of the right to pay his own tax 
uis personal responsibility in this particular matter has been 
‘estroyed? : 
Another Fair Deal policy that is destroying individual 
esponsibility is the Farm Subsidy program, which should be 
named, properly, the Farm Vote-Getting program. We’ve 
ot mountains of potatoes—the ones not fed to stock are rotted 
1 the fields—granaries full of grain, oceans of butter, and 
ales and bales of cotton all stowed away; not to mention eggs. 

Did you know that we’ve got millions of eggs stashed away 
1 a cave at Atchison, Kansas? Not only American eggs— 
ve’ve got millions of eggs from Red China, and we’ve put 
nem in the cave, too. (Laughter) It costs $25,000 a month 
ust to keep the eggs cool. I think it’s going to cost more than 


that to keep the women of this country cool, when they find 
out that it’s their money that put the eggs there. 

Now, a farmer used to have the responsibility of not only 
raising his produce, but of selling it, also. But today, the 
government assumes that responsibility. Would you deny, 
Mr. Lerner, that this subsidy program is destroying the 
individual responsibility of the farmer? Thank you. (Ap- 
plause) 


Moderator Hitchcock: 


Thank you, Miss Kellems. And now let’s hear the other side 
of the question from Max Lerner. Interestingly enough, just 
about a year ago, Mr. Lerner spoke on a Town Meeting broad- 
cast from London, England, on a topic similar to ours this 
evening. The subject that evening was, “Does the Socialist 
State Tend To Destroy Individual Initiative?” Tonight, our 
subject is, “Is the Fair Deal Destroying Individual Respon- 
sibility?” 

Mr. Lerner, we'll be very much interested i in your answer. 
(Applause) 


Mr. Lerner: 


Miss Kellems seems to have some worries on her mind. 
How shall I put her worries exactly? Perhaps I can ask her 
some questions. 

Is she worried because the American national income is 
today over 250 billion dollars a year, several times higher thar 
it was in those dear, dead days 20 years ago when they didn’ 
sing the siren’s song of security to us? Or is she worried be 
cause we are finally doing something about old-age depend. 
ency, about sweat-shop hours, about low wages, about un: 
employment insurance? 

Is she worried because the American people, working as ¢ 
team, are assuming joint responsibility for the health anc 
education of their children, which means everyone’s children‘ 

I don’t blame Miss Kellems for feeling somewhat frustrated 
Here we are under a devilish system of democrats, bureau 
crats, and Fair Dealers. Yet, somehow, we haven’t gone to the 
devil. Somehow our national income keeps going up. By Mis 
Kellems’ logic, we ought to be bankrupt, but here we art 
the richest and most powerful nation in the world. 

By Miss Kellems’ logic, 20 years of the wrong president 
and the wrong party and the wrong bureaucrats in powel 
and eggs that have to be kept cool—20 years of that shoul 
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fave pretty much destroyed us, but here we are with 60 
illion jobs, with wages high, with living standards un- 
xampled in history. aa 
_ By Miss Kellems’ logic, business initiative should long ago 
aave dried up; businessmen should have given up. Yet, 
strangely, they haven’t. The business indices show profits 
eaching higher levels than ever in history. There are new 
adgets being invented, new industries, new fortunes being 
ade, new millionaires—and not just in Texas and Oklahoma, 
sither. 
_ Icould go on, but why should I spoil Miss Kellems’ grief? 
Bhe talks about withholding tax. That seems to me basically 
1 device. I don’t think she would challenge the basic idea of 
jaxing all the people in order to be able to give security to all 
people. The question of the device that is used is minor. 
She talks about farm subsidies. I would say that for 20 years 
efore 1932—before the New Deal—what we had was not the 
zsoblem of farm subsidies, but the problem of farm surpluses 
-farmers with too much which they weren’t able to sell, and 
e rest of the people with not enough money to buy what 
xe farmers had to sell. - 
Thank God for the saving common sense of the American 
eople. They’ve been listening to this kind of preachment 
vat Miss Kellems has been giving us, listening for almost 20 
ears, now, ever since the F.D.R. campaign in 1932. They’ve 
ad people say to them, “You're losing initiative. You’re 
9sing responsibility. You’re getting security. You’re going 
yo the dogs.” But it hasn’t touched them. 
In fact, in 1948, when every newspaper was so sure that 
nost of the people would vote for you-know-who, and get rid 
‘f you-know-who, they turned the tables on all the predictors 
vho had figured out just how the votes would go. Would you 
vall that, Miss Kellems, an example of losing responsibility? 
would say — wouldn’t you? — that it was the supreme 
xxample to prove that the ordinary American is no one’s 
suppet; that he does his own thinking; that he is his own man; 
hat he has his own head on his own shoulders; that he stands 
in his own feet; in short, that he hasn’t lost any responsibility. 
The responsibility we are getting is a double one. First, a 
pint responsibility for community action for all to make sure 
hat the beasts in the jungle—the powerful beasts—don’t 
‘rush the ordinary man. And secondly, the responsibility of 
he individual within that framework. 
Miss Kellems, take a kid who wants to be a responsible 
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scholar. Can he do that unless he has access to schools and 
books? Take a kid who wants to be a responsible business- 
man. Can he do it if he has no adequate child care, no health 
and medical care? Take a kid who wants to be a responsible 
worker. Can he do it if he can’t get a job? i 

Our American democracy doesn’t mean that we all have 
the same abilities. Far from it. It does mean that we must not 
have a jungle—the economy can be a jungle in which the 
powerful beasts destroy the rest. And it does mean some 
approach to equality of opportunity without which a man 
cannot show the man that he is. That’s what the Fourth of 
July was about, and that’s why the American nation is cele: 
brating it now. (Applause) 


Moderator Hitchcock: 

You have heard this evening, ladies and gentlemen, twe 
sharply different points of view on the Fair Deal. 

Before we take the questions from the audience, Miss 
Kellems, would you like to make any comments on Mr 
Lerner’s speech? Maybe you’d even like to ask him a ques: 
tion. 

Miss Kellems: Yes, I would. Thank you. I think it was ¢ 
lovely speech, Mr. Lerner, and I enjoyed it very much 
(Laughter) But I don’t think it’s exactly responsive to the 
‘question. The question is a simple one: Is the Fair Dea 
Destroying Individual Responsibility? 

Now, I’d like to be drawn into a little argument as to ou! 
prosperity or not. I have a copy of the New York Times it 
my hand. It is this morning’s. It says that we’ve only got < 
deficit of $3,100,000,000, and that is $2,400,000,000 less than we 
expected. Think of it. We practically saved $2,400,000,000 by 
not going in debt that much. 

And I also read just the other day that never in our histor: 
have the American people been as deeply in debt individualh 
as they are today. We’re buying everything from nylons t 
yachts on credit. If we all had to pay our debts immediatel: 
and the government’s debt—this country is so bankrupt tha 
it isn’t funny. (Applause) 

However, I didn’t intend to let Mr. Lerner draw me away 
I was warned he would do that very thing. I ask Mr. Lerne 
two questions. 

First, Mr. Lerner, does the withholding tax lessen indi 
vidual responeibilicg? 

Second, does the necessity of not finding a market for hi 
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product lessen or-destroy the individual responsibility of the 
farmer? : 

_ Mr. Hitchcock: Mr. Lerner, those questions are direct and 
10 the point. And then will you ask a question of Miss Kellems? 
_ Mr. Lerner: Well, I would like to make some comment. First 
pf all, ’'ve been paying a withholding tax for some time, Miss 
ellems. I do not find myself sapped of my individual re- 
sponsibility and initiative. (Laughter and applause) The 
pning that really interests me is that I’m able to pay my tax. 

Miss Kellems once had some engagements with the Secre- 
ary of the Treasury, I believe, herself. I remember at that 
time reading a sentence of Justice Holmes: “The tax is the 
price that we pay for civilization.” And that’s what all of us 
are doing. And the thing that’s wonderful about America 
caday is that we are able to pay this price. And that’s the 
‘hing that we’ve got to keep our eye on. 

As for the farmers—you’ve asked me a second question, 
and I’d like to answer it. As for the farmer, I would like to 
esk you, Miss Kellems, which you would rather be: a farmer 
who has his home and farm mortgaged and eventually taken 
sway from him because he is not able to get any purchasing 
sewer among the workers of the country for his products, or 
= farmer who for the last 20 years has once more stood up as 
s free and responsible American because once more he does 
sot belong to the only class in America that has been vic- 
‘imized as the farmers have been? I’d like to put that question 
6 you. (Applause) 

Mr. Hitchcock: Mr. Lerner, that’s your question that you’re 
xoing to ask Miss Kellems. That’s not one in answer to the 
juestion she asked you. Am I getting a little complicated? 
Now, Miss Kellems: 3 

Miss Kellems: Just what is the question, please? Would I 
-ather be a farmer that’s not victimized? 

Mr. Lerner: I asked whether you’d rather be a farmer be- 
‘ore the New Deal days, when farms were mortgaged and 
aken away, and when farmers had no income because there 
vere no workers with incomes to pay for farm products, or 
whether you’d rather be a farmer in the past 20 years, with 
1 real system of farm security. 

Miss Kellems: Well, you see, I happen to know of farmers 
sefore the New Deal days. They were self-respecting, suc- 
essful men, and they farmed on their own individual initi- 
tive and responsibility. (Applause) And the second part to 
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my question is this. Iam a woman buying groceries, and there 
are millions of women in this country who resent buying — 
groceries twice: once in the form of taxes so the farmers can 
be paid subsidies so they’ll vote for the New Deal, and again 
when they go to the grocery store and buy groceries at the’ 
prices taxes have boosted them up to. (Applause) | 

Mr. Hitchcock: Thank you very much, Miss Kellems and 
Mr. Lerner. This give and take around the microphone could 
go on for some time here, but we do want to take some ques- 
tions from the audience. And now while we get ready for 
our question period, here is a message for our Town Hall 
listeners. | 

Announcer: Next week, Town Meeting begins its annual 
summer tour, with its broadcast at Colgate University in 
Hamilton, New York, under the auspices of the Second 
Annual Conference on American Foreign Policy. On July 18, 
the Town Meeting Association of Mobile, Alabama, has in- 
vited us to broadcast from their city. The following week, on 
July 25, we will be in Nashville, Tennessee, in connection 
with the Seventh Annual Institute of Higher Education, 
' sponsored by Scarritt College for Christian Workers in co- 
operation with the George Peabody College for Teachers 
and Vanderbilt University. 

The August lst Town Meeting will originate in Enid, 
Oklahoma, under the auspices of Phillips University and the 
Forum Committee of the Enid Chamber of Commerce. On 
August 8, we will broadcast from Duluth, Minnesota. If you 
live in any of these cities or expect to visit them, we hope to 
see you at Town Meeting. 

Now, for questions from our Radio City audience, here 
is our guest moderator, Orville Hitchcock. 


10 


QUESTIONS, PLEASE! 


_ Mr. Hitchcock: Now, Miss Kellems and Mr. Lerner, if you 
e ready for questions from the audience, we’ll start with a 
uestion from the gentleman almost in the front row here. 

_ Man: My question is to Miss Kellems. How do you justify 
vour fight against income withholding taxes and still claim 
that the New Deal destroys individual responsibility? 

_ Mr. Hitchcock: Miss Kellems? 
| Miss Kellems: It doesn’t follow. I’m trying to get back for 
lhe individual his right to his own money so he can pay his 
pwn tax. 

_ Mr. Hitchcock: All right. Thank you, Miss Kellems. Now 
we have another question from a gentleman over here. Yes, 
br? 

_ Man: My question is for Mr. Lerner. Can we have New 
Deal socialism without destroying personal freedom? 

Mr. Lerner: I would like to suggest that for 20 years now. 
he American people have had a New Deal and a Fair Deal. 
“ad I would have liked to ask Miss Kellems, as I would like 
© ask anyone else, whether she can give instances of how 
sersonal freedom has been destroyed by the economic and 
social security measures of the New Deal and Fair Deal. This 
= not an academic question or a theoretical question you're 
asking. We’ve had this now for 20 years, and we ought to be 
able to test it. It seems to me that we ought to stop putting 
his in terms of rhetorical questions and look at the experi- 
nce of 20 years. There have been many threats to our free- 
lom, but they have not come from New Deal and Fair Deal 
“conomic and social security measures. (Applause) 

Mr. Hitchcock: All right, sir: There’s a gentleman over 
1ere on the left who is eager to ask a question. Go right ahead. 

Man: This is addressed to Miss Kellems. Miss Kellems, can 
usinessmen sufficiently develop a social consciousness which 
vill make it unnecessary for government to act to ameliorate 
ocial poverty? 

Miss Kellems: Yes, they can, but I don’t think the govern- 
nent has developed such a social conscience. May I again 
efer to the New York Times? I read it this morning. On the 
ront page of the New York Times, it says, “Reno Hotel With 
rambling Casino Receives RFC Loan of $975,000.” 

It said that in order to run the Mapes Hotel in Reno the 
Zeconstruction Finance Corporation gave them $975,000— 
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almost a million dollars—and that the gambling casino con‘ 
tributes most of the financial support to the hotel, but they’re 
a little bit worried because the brother of the man who runs 
the hotel is going to start another one right across the street 
and he may put the government out of the gambling business! 

Mr. Hitchcock: Thank you. Yes, Mr. Lerner wants to say 
a word on that question. 

Mr. Lerner: I’m very glad Miss Kellems has read the Times 
this morning. There are all kinds of things that come up in 
the papers that illuminate principles if you have the princi 
ples clear. First, you’ve got to have the principles clear. 


First of all, the RFC was a creation of Herbert Hoover's 
administration and not of the New Deal. (Applause) Just as 
a matter of fact, Miss Kellems, and just as a matter of record. 
It’s rather important to get facts and record into this 
discussion. 

Secondly, may I point out that since Miss Kellems keeps 
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in talking of how we have been sapping the initiative and re- 
ponsibility of businessmen by these RFC loans, I would like 
pb point out that the business community as a whole does not 
pel this. Miss Kellems would like to read a funeral oration 
jver a corpse, but she’s wandered into the wrong household, 
d she finds that they are celebrating a birthday party. But 
e’s got her funeral oration, and so she insists, on reading it. 
he business community does not feel like a corpse. The 
jusiness community is showing a vitality and a ayesenets 
vhich it has rarely shown before. 

_And may I say that what Miss Kellems has given us isn’t 
en good conservatism, because the conservatism of the 
ally good Republicans these days is the conservatism of 
eople like Governor Duff and Governor Warren, of people 
ice Senator Morse and Senator Tobey and Senator Aiken— 
ople who have recognized that there is a joint responsi- 
tity by the community for the American people. (Applause) 
_Mr. Hitchcock: I think we started something, ladies and 
=ntlemen, and we do want to take some more questions; 
*t Miss Kellems wants to say just a word before we take 
nother question. 

. Miss Kellems: I still don’t see what that’s got to do with 
estroying individual initiative by the New Deal. (Applause) 
nd Mr. Lerner insists on putting ayers in my mouth that 
ere not there. 

| Mr. Hitchcock: All right, thank you, Miss Kellems.-I see 
r. Robert Byfield, who was on the world tour with Town 
eeting last year, has a question. 

| Mr. Byfield: Mr. Lerner, last year you had some pretty 
arsh words to say about the American economy in your 
ndon broadcast. You indicated that if it weren’t for our 
sarmament program we would have fallen flat on our faces. 
ow, tonight you’re pretty proud of that same economy, and 
e are still rearming. Aren’t you a little bit inconsistent in 
pur attitude toward it? (Applause) 

| Mr, Lerner: May I say first of all that I recognize in Mr. 
field an ancient and honorable opponent, with whom I have 
-ossed swords and who always gives me a good deal to 
ink about. 

The question he has put to me is a good one. I feel exactly 
iis year as I did last year. Let me put it this way. What 
ere is about our economy that is healthy and sound has 
een the product not only of American business initiative 
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and managerial ability and the working force, but it has alsq 
been the product of what government has ee in the pas} 
20 years. 

I say that is what we have now, and I feel end of that! 
Nevertheless, I have worries, too, but they are different - 
the worries of Miss Kellems. I’ve been so busy meeting the 
worries of Miss Kellems that I haven’t been able to tell you 
some of my own worries. (Laughter) They are very real, an ¢ 
Mr. Byfield has just touched on one of them—the fact tha’ 
today much of our prosperity is due to our armamen 
economy, and I hope that someday we’ll have a better kinc 
of planning—a better kind of New Deal and Fair Deal whick 
will enable us to do for peacetime purposes what we are nae 
doing for wartime purposes. (Applause) 

Mr. Hitchcock: We just have time for a very short questio 
from the gentleman over here. About 15 seconds is all we’ve 
got. 

. Man: Miss Kellems, do you advocate the repeal of the Socia 
Security Act, and why or why not? 

Mr. Hitchcock: You can’t do that in 15 seconds. Do you 
advocate the repeal of the Social Security Act, Miss Kellems? 

Miss Kellems: I do not—although I do not consider it either 
social or secure. If private insurance companies did with the 
money paid into them for policies what the government does 
with the money paid in under Social Security, they’d all be 
in prison. 

Mr. Hitchcock: I’m afraid I’m going to have to interrupt 
Thank you very much, Miss Kellems and Mr. Lerner. Now 
in just a few moments, I'll tell you about our subject ane 
speakers for next week. 

Announcer: Did you happen to tune into Town Meeting 
late, or was there perhaps some interruption which prevente¢ 
you from hearing the complete broadcast? If so, you will want 
to order the Town Meeting Bulletin, which contains the 
opening statements of the speakers plus the questions an¢ 
answers which you just heard. Even if you did hear the com: 
plete broadcast, you may want a copy of the Bulletin in orden 
to review the arguments at your leisure. 

We also have copies of many past programs on hand, so ii 
there is any discussion which you missed, order your copy 
tonight. Single copies are only ten cents each and can be 
ordered from Town Hall, New York 18, New York. Many 
Town Meeting listeners have kept their Bulletins since ths 
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pery first broadcast and now have a complete record of the 
portant events of the last 15 years. If you want to subscribe, 
end $4.50 for one year, or $1 for 11 weeks. 

| Now, for news of next week’s program, here again is our 
est moderator, Orville Hitchcock. 

_Mr. Hitchcock: Before we tell you about next week’s pro- 
ram, I want to remind you about Town Meeting’s 15th Anni- 
versary book, Good Evening, Neighbors. It’s the dramatic, 
ehind-the-scenes story of Town Meeting, with 80 pages of 
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pictures and articles by your favorite Town Meeting speaker. 
If you haven’t yet. ordered your copy, you. will want to: 
so tonight, while our supply still lasts. Send $1 to Town Ha 
New York 18, New York. If you also want.a. cont of tonight 
discussion, Blane 10 cents additional. . 

Next week’s broadcast from Colgate University i in Hami 
ton, New York, will be part of the Second Annual Conferen 
on American Foreign Policy. We. will discuss the stake « 
business in our foreign policy::Our-speakers will be Thom 
C. Blaisdell, Jr., Assistant Secretary for Foreign and Domest 
Commerce, and H. W. Balgooyen, Secretary and Assista1 
Treasurer of the American and Foreign Co. 

The guest moderator will be Chester S. Williams, form 
Director of the First World Town Hall Seminar and membe 
of the United States Mission to the United Nations. | 

If you plan to be there next week, you may obtain ticke 
for the broadcast by: writing to the director of the conferen 
at Colgate University, Hamilton, New York. So plan to 
with us next week, and every week, at the sound of t 
Crier’s bell. (Applause) 
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